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REMARKS 

Claims 1-16 are currently pending in the application. The Examiner has rejected claims 
1-16 under 35 USC § 103 as allegedly being obvious over USP No. 5,005,1 14 to Gleim 
("Gleim") or USP No. 1,691,986 to Nyquist ("Nyquist") in view of USP No. 3,100,851 to Ross 
et al. ("Ross"). The Examiner has also objected to claims 3-10 and 13-14 as allegedly being of 
improper dependent form. The Applicants respectfully traverse and request further examination 
of the present application. 

I. Examiner Interview 

The Applicants wish to thank the Examiner for the courtesies extended to the Applicants' 
undersigned representative on November 30, 2007, in which the substance of the present 
rejections was discussed. The following remarks are provided in light of the interview. 

II. Acceptance of Drawings 

The Applicants wish to thank the Examiner for accepting the drawings. 

III. Claim Objections 

The Examiner has rejected claims 3-10 and 13-14 as allegedly being in improper 
dependent form. Without prejudice or disclaimer, the Applicants have amended claims 3-10 and 
13-14. The Applicants respectfully request that the Examiner reconsider and withdraw the 
objections to claims 3-10 and 13-14. 



Page 7 of 9 



DOCKET NO.: MPWR-0002 
Application No.: 10/680,422 
Office Action Dated: July 20, 2007 



PATENT 



III. Rejection under 35 USC § 103 

The Examiner has rejected claims 1-9 and 1 1-12 as allegedly being obvious over Gleim 
or Nyquist in view of Ross. The Examiner has also rejected claims 10 and 13-15 as being 
obvious over Gleim or Nyquist in view of Ross and USP No. 2,496,859 to Dalzell ("Dalzell"). 
The Examiner has further rejected claim 16 as allegedly being obvious over Gleim or Nyquist in 
view of Ross, Dalzell and USP Nos. 4,680,690 or 4,591,965, both to Dickerson ("Dickerson"). 

Independent Claims 1, 11, 13, and 14 

Without disclaimer or prejudice, the Applicants have amended claims 1, 11, 13, and 14 in 
the manner suggested by the Examiner during the telephonic interview. As noted during the 
interview, the Examiner stated that neither Nyquist nor Gleim teach the manner in which the 
windings of the present invention, as currently claimed, are connected to the cells of the battery. 
The Applicants respectfully assert that the present amendment overcomes the rejection to claims 
1, 11, 13, and 14 and request that the Examiner reconsider and withdraw the objection. 

Dependent Claims 2-10, 12, and 15-16 

By reason of their dependence upon a now allowable independent claim, it follows that 
dependent claims 2-10, 12 and 15-16 are thus now allowable. The Applicants respectfully 
request that the Examiner reconsider and withdraw the rejections of claims 2-10, 12 and 15-16. 
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CONCLUSION 

By the amendments and remarks provided herein, the Applicants respectfully submit that 
the Non-Final Office Action mailed July 20, 2007 has been traversed and that the application is 
in condition for allowance. If the Examiner has any concerns regarding the response provided 
herein, or wishes to discuss the response further, the Examiner is invited to contact the 
undersigned attorney. 



Respectfully submitted, 



Date: December 19, 2007 /Robert A. Madayag III/ 

Robert A. Madayag III 
Registration No. 57,355 

Woodcock Washburn LLP 
Cira Centre 

2929 Arch Street, 12th Floor 
Philadelphia, PA 19104-2891 
Telephone: (215)568-3100 
Facsimile: (215)568-3439 
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